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DRAWINGS 

] j^rrnal^Drawinas 

^ Hie indication by the Examiner in the recent Office Action that tfie fomrial drawings 

filed with the application were approved by the Draftsman is noted with appreciation. 
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Status 

GIdiins 23-38 have been cancelled and dainns 54-68 have been addbd. Claims 1- 
22 and ;39^5, including independent claims 1, 16„ 39, and 54 will remain for further 
cor^sideration. 



JVi&fB Ctigajiy Defined 



Ttie claims in this application have been revised to voluntarily fUrthier darify 
Applicant's unique invention. Applicant maintains that the daims as filed were patentable 
:over thia art of record. However, to expedite issuance of this application, reconsideration of 
ihe dairris in light of the amendments and for the following reasons is respectfully 
tequeisted. 



Claim History 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 3, 12-14, 16, 24, 25 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as 
being ariftidpated by Owens et al. The Examiner rejected daims 2, 4, 17, 27, 28, 37-42, 50 
and 51 Urtder 35 U.S.C. § 103 over Owens et al. in view of Blumenau. 



35U.S,G.S102 

thfe Examiner rejected clainrts 1, 3, 12-14, 16, 24, 25 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as 
: being ahtidpated by Owens et aL This rejection is respectfully traverse. The presOTt 
inventlbfi Is to a secure computer network link for sending data and information whidi is 
[onqr/pted through an intermediate system whidi handles the handshaking and 
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aiythentlcatioh so that the end users only need be compatible with an intermediate systern 
afid db not need to have a separate protocol and direct access to various third party 
rtetwGfics which may all cany their own cryptographic schemes. 

The Owens et al. patent by contrast is to a method of identifying a user of a wireless 
network. The "cryptograph/ of the Owens patent merely involves taking a time varying 
input and a cryptographic key corresponding to the transmitted device idand processing 
the two in an algorithm to get a 'dynamic personal identification number." There is no 
dteclo^re that the key Is a "public-private key pair." The cryptographic key is always 
retrieved from a table based on the device identification number (as opposed to the 
calculirtied dynamic personal identification numbei* and not "decrypted." See col. 9mline8 
28^5:atid 42-50. Both systems appear to run the same enciyption and compare that they 
both achieve the same result by "perfomi[lng] the personal identification compare step." 
There is no reason to have a encryption "pair" since both systems are using the same 
encryption of the same inputs to compare the output of each. 

• Additionally, the Owens et al. system does not result in a "ciyptographically secure 
network connection." The Owens et al. patent merely uses the dynamic person id number 
to verify log on. it does not use the cryptography to transmit data securely beWeen the 
parties. See Figure 7 and TI68 of the present application for a description of a description 
of a cryptographically secure networi^. Notably, in Figure 7, which describes the secure 
networi<. the authentication has already occurred and it is the transmission of the 
; . encrypted data which is makes the networic cryptographically secure. Additionally, daimi 

recites wjq cryptographically secure network connections, the Owens et al. patef^t would 
T only have one "connection" which is secure as the entire networic of Owens et al. wouW 
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t - . . • . 

i Oiey tar, Sham data amongst the different telephones. 

: ^ THe c,a,n, farther mcites that the 

; m^>^ or data across .He secure netwo* uses a ^ pa. ,„ e™:^ ^ ^ 

C,a,,ns« and 63 .Cite .Hat the a^caton Of each access system is perfbnne^ 
"sownpH^^.,^^,, aarn»64^^.e*a,».e.,ans,niss,o„ofdata,ron„He 
m a^es. u, the s^tcH sy^. us« the firat access systenfs publicprtvate Key pair and 

^a,a fn>n, «,.se«,nd access system .0 me swftch system use the second access sy^^^^ 
:, mmm^^ pain Claim 67 cteims «,a. each access sys.em has a u^ue pub,^ 

; Bm«.^|ffiypai, NoneofthesalsshownintheOwensetal patenl 
: •^°'«'*«a'h8seraa8ons,tt,eclalmssHouldbeallowedoverfteartof,eco.a. 

: Tfia Exa*«n^ rejeced daims 2. 4, 17, 27. 28, 37^2, 50 and 51 under 35 U.S.C § 103 

,overOwanse.al.inv,e«ofBiumenau.Ho»«ver.Blu™nauisagalnro,analogous 
: cur^m^vahtion and should not be <»,»ide,ed. Fu*er, Blumenau does not cu« the 

dsrectofjOwens a. al., mainly .Ha. there is no key -pair- Blumenau specificaily says in 
:column 37 that there is no need to Have a -p^r as only one er^^lon ope««or is used 
.and the prtvata key would no, be used.- T^e^re. there is no reason or motivation in 
Bfumenat, itoawltd, to a publi^nvate key pair since only one key is used, and c««al„ly 

therelsrateachlng of authenscalng using both me piivate and pi,blic key of a keye*. 
: ■ Fora, least ttiese reasons, the daims shoukl be allowed over tfie art of r^rd. 
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Sumfnaiy 

Applicants have made a diligent and bona fide effort to answer each and every 
ground for rejection or objection to the specification including the claims and to place the 
appliGatlCfh in condition for final disposition. Reconsideration and further exaimination rs 
respectfully requested, and for the foregoing reasons. Applicant respectfully submits that 
i : this appHcation Is in condition to be passed to issue and such action is earnestly solicited. 
However, should there remain unresolved issues that require adverse action. It is 
respectfully requested that the Examiner telephone Robert N, Blackmon, Applicants' 
Attpmey at 703-684-5633 to satisfactorily conclude the prosecution of this application. 

Dated: September 30, 2005 
Respectfully submitted, 



Mefrek. Bfackmon & Voorhees, LLC 
673 S. Washington St. 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314 
Tel 703-684-5633 
Fax. 7Q$-584^5637 
E-rnaii::I^NS@ BlackmonLaw.com 



Robert N. Blackmon 
Reg. No. 39494 
Attorney/Agent for Applicant(s) 
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